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is a further reason for the expectation that it will be
greatly facilitated by the proof of the volitional foundations
of our intelligence. For it disposes also of another
serious and inveterate source of philosophic confusion,
and constant stimulus to philosophic despair, viz. the
notion that philosophic difficulties arise out of the
incompetence of the reason. Now there is some foundation
for this notion. A certain class of philosophic problems,
to wit, those which have no earthly concern with practical
life (like, e.g. the Absolute and its habits), and so cannot
be tested by action, are really ultra vires of an intelligence
which was devised and developed to harmonise experience.
But then we have all along contended that such problems
are not real problems at all, but miasmatic exhalations
of a false intellectualism, which has misconstrued its own
nature and powers. Such problems are insoluble, because
in the end they are unmeaning. But there are other
cases where the intellect seems to fail us in questions
of the most pressing practical importance. Hence so
long as the dogma of the primacy of the intellect prevails,
it seems hard to acquit the human reason of the
charge of being infected with fundamental disabilities
and insoluble antinomies. For is it not easy to 3raw
up a formidable array of incompatible assertions and to
provide each with a 'proof in logically unexceptionable
terms ?

But of these 'difficulties' it now seems possible to
propound a profounder explanation. The real root of
the trouble may be found to lie in the will rather
than in the reason, whose innocent amiability is always
ready to provide an intellectual formulation for the most
discordant aims and the most obscure desires. Let us,
therefore, insist that before the reason is condemned
untried, and philosophy is finally reduced to a trivial
game which may amuse but can never really satisfy, it
is necessary to inquire whether the ' antinomies' do not
arise rather from volitional discord than from intellectual
defect, whether the contradictions of the reason are not
forced upon it by an indecision which knows not what
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